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f   There arejtwoj)ossible ways in which this lack of unanimity M*tfiod»of
famong the various systems of private international law may be conflicts of
/ag^liorated.	laws    ^
jThe first is to secure by international conventions the unifica- unification/
tion of the internal laws of the various countries upon as many °f intemal
legal topics as possible. When attention is paid to the funda-
mental and basic differences in principle that distinguish one
legal system from another, especially in the Anglo-Saxon sys-
tems as contrasted with their Continental counterparts, and
when due regard is had to the modern enthusiasm for national-
ism and to the recent outbreak of racialism, it is obvious that this
form of unification holds out no great prospect of success.
Nevertheless, a certain amount of progress has been made in
the few departments of law where this unity is imperative and
possible.
An important example of unification is the Warsaw Conven- Laws of in*
tion of 1929 which makes the international carriage of persons ^
or goods by aircraft for reward subject to uniform rules as unified
regards both jurisdiction and the law to be applied, and pro-
vides that any agreement by the parties purporting to alter the
rules on these matters shall be null and void. The Convention
has been made binding in England by the Carriage by Air Act,
1932.* Another example of the unification of internal laws is other
the Carriage of Goods by Sea Act, 1924, which has adopted for
England, in common with many other nations, certain rules
relating to sea transit that were formulated by the International
Conference on Maritime law held at Brussels in 1922 and
1923. Again, an extensive unification of the law concerning
carriage by rail was accomplished by the Berne Convention of
19^2, which was ratified by the United Kingdom in I954*2
A more ambitious scheme and one of greater importance to the
mercantile community is the attempt to unify the law of bills
of exchange and cheques, and also the law of sale. The Geneva
Conference of 1930, attended by representatives from thirty-
two countries, resulted in a convention, signed by twenty-
two countries, which formulated the Uniform Law of Bills of
Exchange.3 Great Britain signed only a convention on stamp
duties, but the importance of the unification from the British
point of view is that in future the English lawyer or man of
1	22 & 23 Geo* V, c. 36.
2	Cmd. 9889 (1956).
3	See an article by Dr. H. C. Gutteridge, K.C., in 12 B.T.B.LL. (1931),
13 etseq.

